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□ Video Conference 
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Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes □ No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Parti. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 



Claims discussed: 
1 f 2 and 4 

Prior art documents discussed: 



Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 
[3 It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Applicants 1 
response overcomes the rejection over Hartog. Terminal disclaimer filed over US'936 has been approved. In reviewing 
the current claims a typo appears in 1 ,2 and 4. Note "R7" appears when n R7' " really is intended. Also proviso #3 in 
section a) proviso is extraneous since R67R7' cannot be methyl if R6 or R7 is H as stated in the definitions for R6' and 
R7 1 and thus needs to be deleted from the claims. All these changes were agreed to by Mr. Tucker and will be done via 
an Examiner's Amendment. Also the examiner pointed to an incorrect serial no. appearing throughout several papers 
in the file in the upper left margin. The examiner will make an annotation for these entries to the printer to ignore this 
serial no. so that a printer query will not be sent. 



